Dear Sir, The elegant experiments reported by Mr T E Bucknall (August Journal, p 580) appear to suggest that surgeons may use monofilamentous nylon in infected wounds without significant risk of septic complications. It would be interesting to hear the results of similar experiments when a suture was knotted and contrasted with the insertion of a length of unsutured material.
From 1947 I used nylon for all gynaecological abdominal closures and in the first 200 cases there were four persistent sinuses leading down to the terminal knot of my continuous fascial suture of nylon. A technique of knot burial was then evolved and the sinus rate was reduced to approximately 5 per thousand. At that time I performed around 200 laparotomies each year and the small rate of sinus formation was an acceptable price to pay for immunity from disruption and ventral hernia. In each case of sinus formation it proved necessary to excise the knot of nylon, the remainder of the suture being left in place.
More recently I have abandoned nylon for monofilament polypropylene, which has an even lower rate of sinus formation and which has very little fibrous capsule reaction. A subcuticular skin suture (fixed by beads) may be withdrawn easily after a week, whereas with nylon a similar suture requires much greater traction. Yours faithfully WGMILLS 27 August 1981 Is 'an' before 'h' still justified?
From Dr A T Roden Pinner, Middlesex
Dear Sir, Your response to Dr Morris (September Journal, p 704) was apt. More than fifty years ago, Fowler (1926) dismissed as pedantic the use of ,an' before an unaccented syllable beginning with 'h', It would indeed take a bold writer to reject the advice of so eminent an authority, but surely some latitude is allowable. There is a point at which anti-pedantry itself becomes pedantic. Many would support 'an heroic' on grounds of euphony alone, apart from a (sic) historical justification. Note the relative strain on the larynx in uttering these alternatives. Aitches have come and gone as the language has evolved and not everyone will share a passion for heavy breathing. Indeed, some have gone to the other extreme. An acquaintance of mine, otherwise well connected, invariably dropped the 'h' from 'hospital', thereby expressing a personal preference for a pronunciation virtually obsolete among those of conventional education; admittedly, he was a Scotsman and maintained a robust independence of the genteel aspirations of a decadent Sassenach society! I doubt if any simple or logical rule is likely to restrain the delightful vagaries of our native tongue. Take, for instance, our treatment of singular and plural forms. 'Agenda' have long been accepted (pace the OED) as singular and, in the popular news media, 'bacteria' are showing a tendency to drift in a similar direction. 'Maximums' and 'minimums' would still be frowned upon as manifestly false plural quantities, but 'referendums' have been sanctioned, even by top people, ever since Britain decided to apply for entry to the Common Market. Nor. are such inconsistencies displayed merely in jargon of alien derivation. Recently I took it upon myself to correct the grammar of a German friend who had used a plural verb after the word 'news'. And what do I stumble over on the very next day? 'If, sir, you come with news from the court, I take it there's but two ways -either to utter them or to conceal them' (King Henry IV, Part 1/, Act V, Scene iii 
From Mr George Chowdharay-Best LondonSW3
Dear Sir, The difficulty with Dr Morris's prescription (September Journal, p 704) is that words beginning with 'h' are pronounced differently by different speakers: for example, there are still some who do not pronounce the 'h' in 'hotel', thus rendering the advice in his concluding paragraph somewhat self-defeating.
The Oxford Dictionary for Writers and Editors
(1981) prescribes 'a, not an before all words beginning with a consonant (except silent h ... y, but again no attempt is made to define the circumstances in which 'h' can be deemed to be silent; and although in 'hotel' it is assumed to be sounded, the large OED concedes the unsounded variant to be legitimate, as an alternative. No doubt the point will be dealt with in a future edition; and in the meantime your editorial judgment seems unassailable. Yours faithfully GEORGE CHOWDHARAY-BEST
